REMARKS 

Claims 1, 3, 5-12, 14-18, 20-21, and 23-24 are pending. The Examiner's reconsideration 
of the rejections is respectfully requested. 

Applicants appreciate the Examiner's indication in the Final Office Action that claims 5- 
1 1 and 15-18 and 20 are allowed and that claims 3, 4, 13, 14, 22, 24, and 25 are objected to as 
being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent 
form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Further, by 
the Advisory Action the Examiner indicated that newly amended claim 21 would be allowable if 
submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment canceling the non-allowable claims. 

Claims 1, 2, and 12 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
by Maclnnis et al (U.S. Patent Application No. 2004/0017398) in view of Ludtke et al. (U.S. 
Patent Application No. 2002/0089517) and further in view of Shinoda (U.S. Patent No. 
5,680,322). The Examiner stated essentially that the combined teachings of Maclnnis, Ludtke, 
and Shinoda teach or suggest all the limitations of claims 1, 2, and 12. 

Claim 1 claims, inter alia, "grasping by the host system the conditions grasped 
through the display, wherein a re-transfer of the image data from the host system to the 
display through the interface is executed based on the conditions of the transfer error 
grasped by the host system, and wherein the re-transfer of the image data is executed for a 
sub area in which the transfer error is grasped." Claim 12 claims, inter alia, "error condition 
receiving means for receiving error conditions with reference to the image data transferred 
to the display by the image data transfer means, in the form of a predetermined collective 
unit from the display, wherein the predetermined collective unit with which the error 
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condition receiving means receives the error conditions is a unit of the window developed 
by the display." 

Claim 1 includes the allowable limitations of claim 4. Claim 12 includes the allowable 
limitations of claim 13. Claim 2 has been cancelled. Accordingly, claims 1 and 12 are believed 
to be in condition for allowance. The Examiner's reconsideration of the rejection is respectfully 
requested. 

Claim 23 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Maclnnis 
in view of Maeda et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,014,765). The Examiner stated essentially that the 
combined teachings of Maclnnis and Maeda teach or suggest all the limitations of claim 23. 

Claim 23 claims, inter alia, "a footer portion including information for confirming a 
transfer error, wherein the footer portion has a bit array for confirming a transfer error." 

Claim 23 includes the allowable limitations of claim 25. Claim 23 is believed to be 
allowable over the combined teachings of Maclnnis and Maeda. Reconsideration of the rejection 

is respectfully requested. 

For the forgoing reasons, the application, including claims 1, 3, 5-12, 14-18, 20-21, and 
23-24, is believed to be in condition for allowance. Early and favorable reconsideration of the 
case is respectfully requested. 
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